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discerned this pattern, it is suggested, we shall find these
movements incomprehensible. We shall fail to see any
relationship between different classes of phenomena, and
our comprehension of their interaction will be limited to
mechanical cause and effect. But mechanical movement
is only one of a number of ways in which phenomena
interact; there are other, more subtle, but more im-
portant, interactions which can be accounted for upon
the hypotheses of dialectical materialism alone." l
Mr. Strachey has published a very well-written book;
his criticism of the deficiencies of the capitalistic system
and his exposition of the theory and practice of socialism
belong to the best ever written on the subject. But it
is always dangerous when an author ventures dogmatic
assertions on subjects with which he is not familiar.
Mr. Strachey is certainly neither a historian nor a
scientist. Historians will be much surprised to hear that
for those among them who do not accept the materialist
conception of history," no such inter-connections between
historical events exist", and that " for them it is just
an accident that certain tendencies began to develop at
the same time'*. Scientists will be no less surprised to
learn that "it is dialectics that govern the movements and
changes of organic and inorganic matter alike ". This
naive philosophy appears all borrowed from Engels*
Anti-Diikring. We have shown in a previous chapter
how little qualified Engels was for a philosopher. All
this is misapprehended Hegelianism. Now what Hegel
wrote on subjects of natural science was absurd enough.
It was pure mediaeval scholasticism, and it seems a pity,
that a concoction of it is offered to the workmen of our
time as the discovery of an important scientific truth.
' op. dt. p. 357.
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